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Serial No. 10/528,526 

Response to Office Action Mailed March 7. 2008 
REMARKS 

Claims 1-4 and 7-22, 35. 36, and 38-53 are pending in the present application. 
Claims 1, 7, 8, 11, 23, 35. and 42 have been amended. New Claims 50-53 have been 
added. Claims 5, 6, 23-34, and 37 have been canceled. Reconsideration of the pending 
Claims is respectfully requested in view of the amendments to the Claims and the following 
remarks. 

The 35 U.S.C. 6102(b) Claim Rejections 

Claims 1-4 and 7-22. 35, 36, and 38-53 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as 
being anticipated by Khavakh et al. (US 6,298,303). 

Claim 1 

Claim 1 has been amended to describe elements neither taught nor suggested by 
Khavakh. As provided in MPEP 2131, "A claim is anticipated only if each and every 
element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a 
single prior art reference." Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 814 F.2d 628, 
631, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987). For example, amended Claim 1 describes 
"a route overview module configured to create a route overview list as a function of the 
route, the route overview list being a summary or survey of the entire route," which 
Khavakh fails to teach or suggest. As such. Applicant respectfully requests that the 
rejection of amended Claim 1 be withdrawn. 
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Response to Office Action Mailed March 7, 2008 

Claim 1 1 

Claim 1 1 has been amended to describe elements neither taught nor suggested by 
Khavakh. For example, amended Claim 1 1 describes "creating a route overview list based 
on the route to the predetermined destination, where the route overview list is a summary 
or survey of the entire route," which Khavakh fails to teach or suggest. As such, Applicant 
respectfully requests that the rejection of amended Claim 1 1 be withdrawn. 



Claim 35 

Claim 35 has been amended to describe elements neither taught nor suggested by 
Khavakh. For example, amended Claim 35 describes tf a route overview executable by the 
navigation server and configured to create a route overview list based on the route, the 
route overview list being a summary or survey of the entire route," which Khavakh fails to 
teach or suggest. As a result, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of 
amended Claim 35 be withdrawn. 



Claim 42 

Claim 42 has been amended to describe elements neither taught nor suggested by 
Khavakh. For example, amended Claim 42 describes "creating a route overview list based 
on the calculated route to the predetermined destination with the navigation server, the 
route overview list being a summary or survey of the entire route," which Khavakh fails to 
teach or suggest. As such, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of amended 
Claim 42 be withdrawn. 
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Claims 2-4 and 7-10 

Claims 2-4, 9, and 10 and amended Claims 7 and 8 are dependent upon amended 
Claim 1 . As a result, Applicant respectfully believes that the rejections of Claims 2-4, 9, 
and 10 and amended Claims 7 and 8 should be withdrawn for at least the reasons 
discussed in regard to Claim 1 . 

Claims 12-22 

Claims 12-22 are dependent upon amended Claim 11. As a result, Applicant 
respectfully believes that the rejections of Claims 12-22 should be withdrawn for at least 
the reasons discussed in regard to Claim 1 1 . 

Claims 36-41 

Claims 36-41 are dependent upon Claim 35. As a result, Applicant respectfully 
believes that the rejections of Claims 36-41 should be withdrawn for at least the reasons 
discussed in regard to Claim 35. 

Claims 43-49 

Claims 43-49 are dependent upon Claim 42. As a result, Applicant respectfully 
believes that the rejections of Claims 43-49 should be withdrawn for at least the reasons 
discussed in regard to Claim 42. 
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Filed: March 18, 2005 



Conclusion 

With this amendment and response, the present pending claims of this application 
are allowable, and Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to issue a Notice of 
Allowance for this application. Should the Examiner deem a telephone conference to be 
beneficial in expediting allowance/examination of this application, the Examiner is invited 
to call the undersigned attorney at the telephone number listed below. 



Respectfully submit* 




Raiid&il Qa/hpbell^ 
Attoj^y^egTNa 
AtWrney for Applicant 



RLC 

BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE 
CUSTOMER NO. 27879 

Telephone: 317-636-0886 
Facsimile: 317-634-6701 
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